COUNTY OF FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA
VARIANCE RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

SRIDEVI V. SARMA, VC 2011-DR-008 Appl. under Sect(s). 18-401 of the Zoning
Ordinance to permit greater than 30 percent minimum rear yard coverage. Located at
6510 Chesterfield Ave. on approx. 10,150 sq. ft. of land zoned R-3. Dranesville District.
Tax Map 41-1 ((5)) 18 (Concurrent with SP 2011-DR-054). (Decision deferred from 8/3/11,
10/5/11, and 11/30/11) Mr. Byers moved that the Board of Zoning Appeals adopt the
followrng resolution:

WHEREAS, the captioned application has been properly filed in accordance with the
requirements of all applicable State and County Codes and with the by-laws of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning Appeals; and

WHEREAS, following proper notice to the public, a publlo hearing was held by the Board
on January 25, 2012; and

WHEREAS, the Board has made the following findings of fact:

The applicant is the owner of the property.
The present zoning is R-3. '
The area of the lot is 10,150 square feet.
It satisfies at least one of the characteristics under Standard 2, specifically the size
of the lot itself.
5. Even'if the applicant had followed through initially with the approved permit on June
1%t there would still be discussions about 35% rear yard coverage.
There still would have been a variance that would have been required.
Rather than disapproving the variance and now allow the applicant to have the
barbecue, the spa, the stone patio, and the swimming pool, that was an approved
A building permit, and the Board should go ahead and honor it.
- 8. It would be a 12% variance as opposed to one that would be 34%.
9. Based on what the Board has seen before from the standpoint of infill situations,
when you reduce impervious surface, it does help.
10. That is sensitive to the neighbors and sensitive to trying to maintain as much as
possible of what has already been put in place.
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This application meets all of the following Re.quired Standards for Variances in Section
18-404 of the Zoning Ordinance:

1. That the subject property was acquired in good faith.

2. That the subject property has at least one of the following characteristics:
Exceptional narrowness at the time of the effective date of the Ordinance;
Exceptional shallowness at the time of the effective date of the Ordinance;
Exceptional size at the time of the effective date of the Ordinance;
Exceptional shape at the time of the effective date of the Ordinance;
Exceptional topographic conditions;
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F. An extraordinary situation or condition of the subject property, or
G. An extraordinary situation or condition of the use or development of property
immediately adjacent to the subject property. ‘ :

3. That the condition or situation of the subject property or the intended use of the
subject property is not of so general or recurring in nature as to make reasonably
practicable the formulation of a general regulation to be adopted by the Board of
Supervisors as an amendment to the Zoning Ordinance.

4. That the strict application of this Ordinance would produce undue hardship.

5. That such undue hardship is not shared generally by other properties in the same
zoning district and the same vicinity. :

6. That: -

A. The strict application of the Zoning Ordinance would effectively prohibit or
unreasonably restrict all reasonable use of the subject property, or
B. The granting of a variance will alleviate a clearly demonstrable hardship as
~ distinguished from a special privilege or convenience sought by the applicant.

7 That authorization of the variance will not be of substantial detriment to adjacent
property. . '

8 That the character of the zoning district will not be changed by the granting of the
variance. : '

9. That the variance will be in harmony with the intended spirit and purpose of this
Ordinance and will not be contrary to the public interest.-

AND WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has reached the following conclusions of
faw: :

THAT the applicant has satisfied the Board that physical conditions as listed above exist
which under a strict interpretation of the Zoning Ordinance would result in practical
difficulty or unnecessary hardship that would deprive the user of reasonable use of the
land and/or buildings involved. ‘

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the subject application is APPROVED with
the following limitations: :

1. This variance is approved for minimum rear yard coverage of approximately 42% as
shown on the plat prepared by GeoEnv Engineers, dated January 17, 2012,
submitted with this application, amended as shown on Attachment 1 to these
development conditions. This approval is not transferable to other land. A portion
of the “stone patio” located 4.8 feet from the western side ot line shall be removed
as shown on the attachment within 90 days of the approval of this variance.

2. A revised Infill Lot Grading Plan, which reflects revisions to and/or the
reconstruction of the existing infiltration trench located in the rear yard to meet
today’s standards shall be submitted to the Department of Public Works and
Environmental Services within 90 days and all work shall be completed within 9
months of the date of approval of this variance.
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This approval, contingent upon the above-noted conditions, shall not relieve the applicant
from compliance with the provisions of any applicable ordinances, regulations or adopted
standards including requirements for building permits. :

Ms. Gibb seconded the motion, ‘WhiCh carried by a vote of 6-0. Mr. Hammack was absent
from the meeting. v . ;

A Copy Teste:
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Suzanng Frazier, D%DutyQClerk
Board of Zoning Appeals
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NOTES:

. THIS SURVEY HAS BEEN PREPARED WITHOUT THE BENEFIT OF A TITLE REPORT,
. THE COUNTY RECORDED TAX MAP # 41-1~((05))-18.

. THE BOUNDARY INFORMATION SHOWN HEREON IS FROM RECORD AND DOES NOT CONSTITUAE ‘A BOUNDARY BY
THIS INDIVIDUAL.

. THE HOUSE LOCATION SURVEY IS THE RESULT OF FIELD-RUN SURVEY BY USING TOTAL S ON (EDM).
. FENCE LOCATIONS ARE APPROXIMATE ONLY AND DO NOT CERTIFY AS TO OWNERSHIP THIS lS? OT
INTENDED FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF FENCES AND STRUCTURES.

i Sk
. THE PROPERTY IS SERVED BY PUBLIC WATER AND SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM. %‘ 4‘75{@
. NO KNOWN GRAVE SITE OR BURIAL SITE EXIST ON THE LOT. L44/’/
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LOT 18, SECTION 1 & coor Ty
CHESTERFIELD GARDENS oA GeoEny Engine€f
" DRAINSVILLE  DISTRICT Civil, Environmental & Geotechnical Engineering
6510 CHESTERFIELD AVENUE - 10875 Main Street, Suite 213
FAIRFAX COUNTY; ‘VIRGINIA - }F;girfaxg ;’5\3 5%%0%97 0
SCALE: . 1"=30" ~ : one: 591,
DATE: JANUARY 17, 2012 Fax: 703.881.7074

c’ﬂz(e

S R



